June 22, 1966 



923A Fulton St.» 
San Francisco, Cal. 

94117 



Dear Mr. Wei sberg: 

I wish to thank you for your prompt reply to my letter. I had 
intended to answer yours earlier than this but first I wanted to go 
over your book more thoroughly and other material that I had come 
across so that my reply to you would be more constructive and, per- 
haps, somehow aid you in your further investigations. 

I did not mention it in my last letter to you but I am a free- 
lance writer and have had a very active interest in the assassinat— 
ion from the very start. I am enclosing a copy of the "Berkeley Barb 
(June 10, 19 66) which contains an article I helped work on concern- 
ing the assassination and the independent investigations being con- 
ducted by several people including yourself (see page 2). There was 
one error in that story and that is the reference to the rumors that 
both Bobby and Ted Kennedy were doing their ovm checking of the facts* 
Actually, I had only mentioned Bobby's investigation and I had no in- 
formation that Ted Kennedy was involved although I am sure he would 
quite naturally be interested. 

Incidentally, you asked me if I had any information about Bob- 
by's investigation. All I can tell you is this: I learned about it 
from a Dave Lifton who was active in the Citizen's Committee of In- 
quiry initiated by Mark Lane to^ investigate aspects of the assassi- 
nation. I was also active with the Citizen's Committee which until 
recently had been quite inactive but with the new information coming 
out it would appear that it is about to be revivedo Lifton is doing 
a series for the "Ramparts" magazine on some rather sensational data 
he has obtained. .According to him Bobby Kennedy has obtained the ori- 
ginal autopsy report and the X-ray findings of President Kennedy. That 
is what I meant when I said in my first letter to you that Bobby had 
information contradicting the Warren Reprt and had not raised a stir 
about it. Thatbis all that I can tell you about the matter. Perhaps, 
you can check this out in Washington, D.C. through sources there* 

I did menage to contacjs Lawrence Ferlinghetti who owns a book- 
store known as "City Lights" here in San Francisco. I tried to per- 
suade him to become a distributor for your book but he explained to 
me that the cost of the book at $4.95 was too prohibitive to charge 
his readers. He said, however, that he knew that readers would be 
interested in the book and would buy it. He pointed out that his 
bookstore is primarily a paperback one and that few paperbacks sold 
beyond the $2 or $3 price. He said that if you could work out some 
arrangement to bring the price down he would be willing to consider 
it and that it was his feeling he could sell a good quantity of them. 
He did ask me, however, to speak to his partner about the book and 
see if he could be persuaded but he doubted this would be the case. 
This weekend I will visit the bookstore and discuss it with him. 

I also spoke to Max Scherr who is the editor and publisher of 
the "Berkeley Barb". Max has many contacts with bookstores in the 
Berekeley and Bay Area and he said that he would try to get the book 
distributed. He is as enthusiastic as I am about getting the book 
distributed. In the meantime, I am going to be contacting some book- 
stores here in S.F. and see what I can do. I did contact a bookstore 
in Berkeley known as Moe's Bookstore located at 2476 Telegraph Ave. 
and he said he would be interested in handling your book on a con- 



signment basis. You can either write him or, if you want, allow 
me to make the arrangements for the book's distribution whatever 
you feel is best. 

Incidentally, it would be helpful if you could send another 
copy of your book to me so that I can leave it at a bookstore for 
the owners to look over before they make up their minds. My copy is 
always winding up being borrowed somehow and it is difficult to 
get it when I need it at the moment. 

Now I want to get down to discussing the contents of your book 
in order to make some suggestions and point out other information 
that you may not be aware of. To begin with: First, there are two 
minor errors. On page 16 you mention the garage where Oswald kept 
his property and then refer the reader to the Appendix for the photo- 
graph* Inadvertently, I stlppose, you forgot to include the photo in 
your Appendix. Also on page 207 you have an arrow pointing in the 
wrong direction next to a caption describing the window which the 
assassin allegedly stood inside of. It looks as if you switched cap- 
tions and the one on top should belong on the bottom and vice-versa* 

Many of, the observations and conclusions you have made in your 
book are confirmed by Edward Jay Epstein in his new book "Inquest" 
published by the Viking Press. The book is due for publication on 
June 29 and I strongly urge that you get a copy so that you can ex- 
amine the work that he ha«J done. I have an advance copy and I am cer- 
taintthat you cany obtain one also before the publication date* 

Some of the examples that both you and Epstein agree on are, for 
example, the following: 

On page 39 and 40 of your book you make exactly the same points 
about Howard Brennan that Epstein does in his book about this "accu- 
rate observor" (Epstein, pp.135-136). 

Also see your discussion of the comparison of hairs test made 
on the blanket known to have been Oswald's property (p. 119 ) » Epstein, 
likewise, makes exactly the same points you do on page 140 of hflis 
book. 

Epstein also confirms in his book (pp. 7 6-80) the conclusions 
you drew concerning the stretcher bullet. (See pp. 161-162 in your 
book). He says the determination of this bullet by the Warreh Com- 
mission as coming from Gov. Connally's stretcher was "superficial", 
and calls attention to witnesses never called to testify concerning 
this bullet. Epstein also points out that both the FBI and the Secret 
Service Reports show that the bullet did not come from the Connally 
stretcher. He says he bases this on the examination of material he 
found in the National Archives. 

Also refer to your description of a meeting that took place 
in SBpt ♦ , 1964 with Marina Oswald and some Senators from the Commis- 
sion see page 188). Epstein confirms your conclusion and states that 
after this meeting Marina "changed ms.jor aspects of her story and al- 
tered her previous testimony" (p. 27). 

Now to bring out some other points. I suggest you get a hold of 
a new book on the assassination by Penn Jones, Jr. entitled "Forgive 
My Grief". (You can obtain it by sending $2.95 to the Midlothian Mir- 
roi, Midlothian, Texas, 76065). He has some valuable information on 
peripheral matters that could be highly significant for you±» invest- 
igation. For example, did you know that at least 13 persons have met 
with strange and mysterious deaths since the assassinationf All of the 
persons involved were in some way connected with Ruby or Oswald. Jones 
lists 8 of these in his book. Just to mention two of them - one was 
Mrs. Earlene Roberts, Oswald's roomlady and the other was William 
Whaley, the cab driver who drove Oswald to his home on that fateful 
day when Kennedy was gunned down. 



Incidentally, referring to Whaley I believe this may be helpful 
and should be checked out. You will notice that Whaley in his testimo- 
ny before the Commission mentions an "unusual watchband that he had 
seen on Oswald (See your book, page 107)* Now photographs of Oswald have 
appeared from time to time showing him to wear some kind of watchband on 
his left wrist soon after his capture. Also Altgens photo of the man 
standing in the doorway of the Depository Building (allegedly Lovelady) 
shows wha.t appears to me to be a man wearing some kind of watchband on 
his left wrist but it is not too clear in the versions I -have seen of the 
Altgens photo. What I am suggesting is that this Altgens photo be blown 
up and a comparison made of the watchbands. If, as I believe, ^ they would 
compare then it would be strong proof that it was Oswald standing in that 
doorway and not Lovelady which would, of course, demolish the whole 
Warren Report. Is it possible that Whaley could have been silenced among 
other reasons that he knew something about this watchband and was in a 
position to identify it - particularly, since he was familiar with watch- 
bands having worked with them in the past? 

On-’e other suggestion to offer here concerning that Altgens photo 
is this: Notice that the Altgens photo shows both Kennedy and Connally 
visibly reacting to the shot that hit Kennedy. (Connally is turned 90 
degrees rightward). It can be determined at what precise frame number 
in the Zapruder film this position was. Observe that the front glass 
window of the Presidential car shows no apparent evidence o<ff a bullet 
having passed through it. Now - is it possible to blow up this photo 
(the front glass window part, that is) so that one could observe more 
carefully whether such damage does in fact exist. This, of course, 
would have to be based on an intensive photographic analysis. Perhaps 
by this means one could develop proof that the bullet that, smashed, through, 
the window did not take place during the time of the wounding of either 
Kennedy or Connally and this would mean that there would have to be at 
le a st four bullets which would disprove the Warren Report's contention 
of three bullets. - 

Refer also to your discussion of Connally s wounds (on page 15f & 

17 6) particularly to the remark by DR. Shaw that two or three bullets 
could have caused his wounds. Nov: in "Four Days" a book published in 
1964 by the American Heritage Publishing Co. there is on page 23 a re- 
production of the November 22, 1963 teletype report of UPI reporter Mer- 
riman Smith who was a witness to the assassination. The teletype report 
says: "It was impossible to tell where Kennedy was hit, but bullet 
wounds in Connally 's chest were plainly visible, indicating the gunfire 
might hx»s possibly have come from an automatic weapon ". (The underlining 
is mine). I point this out because Dr. Shaw's remark suggests that 
he was more than just aware of this possibility of the wounds being 
caused by an "automatic weapon" which would hejhp to explain Kellerman s 
and others reference to a "flurry of shots". 

Incidentally, I note that you refer to Oswald in your book as 
being right-handed (for example, page 107)* B&t Oswald s mother has stated 
that "my son was left-handed and has always been left-handed" (National 
Insider, Dec. 13, 1964). This may seem trivial but as Oswald's mother 
has pointed out in that article how could he have shot l eft-h anded from 
the right of a window? I suggest that you contact Oswald's mother on this, [" 
If I am not mistaken Marina has mistakenly testified that Oswald was 
right-handed. Did she do this deliberately? Could that have been one of 
the rea,sons she changed her testimony in that meeting she had in Sept., 

1964 with members of the Commission? I think this bears looking into. 



You will note also that in none of the interrogations odf Oswald 
did any mention come up about the time Oswald was "captured" at the movie 
theater he was alleged to have been in* It would be interesting, if it 
is at all possible, to check those witnesses who have testified at just 
waht point in the film the lights were turned on when the police entered 
the theater to "capture" Oswald#All movie houses have a time schedule for 
the running of their films and they do not vary greatly from day to day# 
If you could check this out you could establish a more precise time when 
he was in the movie house© I doubt though that this can be done now be- 
cause I am sure that this has all been covered up by now# 

One final point: in discussing the so-called "press interview" of 
Oswald on page 67 there is something about this interview that you may 
not be aware of# I note that you end this interview with Oswald saying: 
"•••The first thing I heard about it was when the newspaper reporters 
ihthat hall asked me that question#" The Warren Report also concludes 
the "interview" with Oswald’s reply. But immediately after that there is 
a row of asterisks printed (see page 189 of the NY Times Banfe&m Edition 
of the Warren Report)# Now in place of that row of asteriks there should 
have been the following exchange: 

" Reporter : You have been charged with it# 

Oswald :- Sir? 

Reporter : You have been charged with it© 

( Oswald looks frightened) • 

Oswald : I’m a patsy#" 

Jack Ruby was present at this conference and he certainly knew 
what Oswald meant by "pa,tsy"# I came across this information and the 
censored portion of this "interview" in a letter printed in the"Minority 
of One" magazine, March, 1965 by a Lillian Castellano, Hollywood, Calif# 
*3he claims that not only has the Warren Report censored Oswald’s "patsy" 
remark but that the TV stations have edited out this "patsy" remark on 
their filmed versions of the interview© She recalls viewing a CBS report 
by Walter Cronkite on Sunday Sept. 27 , 1 964 when the Warren Report was 
released and it was cut from the show# Again on Nov# 22, 1964 on the 
anniversary of the President’s death CBS also cut this "patsy" remark 
from its program entitled "Four Dark Days"# Incidentally Mrs# Castellano 
said that when Oswald made this remarj it was the first time she had 
seen him appear frightened# 

This would appear to confirm your suspicion that Oswald was a 
"pigeon" which I also believe# And it shows the collusion between the 
government and the mass media to suppress the truth* I think that this 
should be pointed out and exposed as widely as possible# 

There are other leads that I can suggest that may be of use to you 
but I want to get this in the mail as propmptly as possible# As you can 
see I have done some research on this entire affair (not as extensive 
as yours to be sure) and I would hope that we can keep in touch with 
each other# I am most interested in learning about the new and sensation- 
al material you have dug up since your book came out# 

Some of my friends have suggested that you be invited to appear here 
as a speaker on the work you have done# I thought this would be an excel- 
lent idea and would like to know if you would be interested# Of course, 
we would arrange to have all your expenses met including the fare back 
and forth to Maryland# it was suggested that perhaps the Fall would be 
the most appropriate time since college students are away now and when 
they return they would make for the best audiences# Also in the Fall 
new books (such as that by Mark Lane and Leo Sauvage) will appear# 

Before I forget the Nation magazine for June 13 and 20 have articles 
on the assassination by Fred Cook# You should read them# 

'Well, I hope that this long letter v/ill be of some hejp to you© 
Please keep in touch with me and if I can be of any further assistance 
let me know. Sincerely, 

Hal Verb 



